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Dedicated to Preserving My Wisdom for the Ages 





“Dittos, Rush" 


From across the fruited plain 





Dont believe media portrayals of the cynicism of the 
so-called Generation X-ers, We are winning, as you 
can see in my mail from young skulls full of mush: 


I just finished reading “How to Deal With a 
Liberal Teacher” (Feb. 1995) and I would like to 
thank you. Not too long ago my history teacher 
said, “Sometimes I feel sorry for Bill Clinton.” 
He believed everyone picked on him just for 
doing his job. This wasnt the first time he had 
let his liberalism shine upon our class, so I 
decided to challenge him. I flat-out told him 
he was a liberal, and that he should read your 
books. I lent him my copies and a few issues 
of The Limbaugh Letter. Update: Now 
there's a picture of you hanging on his 
wall. When the discussion turns to 
you, he's the first to de- 
fend your ideas. Keep 
up the good work; you'll N 
win em over one by one. 

— SARAMAE HOOVER, 
LOGANSPORT, IN 
With help from coura- 
geous students like your- 


self, Ms. Hoover 





I just came across your 


edition of “The Clinton Ad- s 
ministration Sex Guide." ] T 

must say I’m impressed -N 

with your attention to ~ 


detail. The humor in 
every story made it easi- 
er to read. I'm only four- 
teen and a freshman at 
Brooke Point High 
School. When it comes 
to talking about sex, a 
lot of adults ignore ir. 
I'm glad someone out 
there is getting the job 
done. I think the way 
you wrote it was effective, direct and to the point. 
I honestly didn't think anybody had the courage 
to say the truth about what is really wrong with 
this country. Thanks, and God bless. 

— LAURIE IRLBACHER, STAFFORD, VA 
Im glad you have the courage to believe the truth 


Limbaugh Letter. 


| am nine years old and I am in the third 
grade. [ am the only person in my whole class 
who likes politics. Most of the other kids in my 
class don't even know who their own governor is! 


Recently on your radio show you said 

. most Democrats had Democrat parents and 
that it "starts in the home." I agree! So I 
could not help but send you this picture of 
my 3 1/2-year-old son, Mark, reading The 


— MARK BELL, CAROL STREAM, IL 
Obviously Mark is already well on his way 
down the road to success. 


I like reading The Limbaugh Letter. I am an 
American and I am proud of it, thanks to you. 

— AMANDA GIBSON, SUGARLAND, TX 
[m proud to have you in my audience, Amanda. 


| eagerly await each issue of The Limbaugh 
Letter. (I also listen to you here on the radio after 
school). You are winning! I am 12 years old and 
slowly starting to see the conservative view as my 
own. About once a week we have current events. 
We have to say which newspaper a story was in, 
the date, the title of the article, a summary of the 
article, and our reaction. I take all my articles 
from your magazine. I & you and your maga- 
zine!! My favorite part of your magazine is your 
Stupid Quotes. Even I can see 
how stupid they are (especially 
Bill's quotes). — SARAH CHIAFUS, 
PASADENA, MD 

Thanks, Sarah. I ® you, too. 














I'm an Electrical Engineering 
student at the University of Florida 
and am around the liberal 
cloud of misguidance daily. 
I've started writing a conser- 
vative student opinion column 
to combar their ideas. It has 
gone well; I get the bulk of my 
reference material out of your 
Letter. "Turning Congress 
Right Side Up" and the super 
interview with Dick Armey (Feb. 
1995) were very encouraging. I admit 
| questioned my position and my 
columns on the direction of the new Con- 
gress. Your Letter reaf- 
firmed my conviction 
that Dick Armey and 
Mr. Newt are the right 
leaders for today's reforms. 
You're an inspiration for 
my columns 
— CURTIS G. SPLAIN, 
GAINESVILLE, FL 
Remember — be of good 
cheer ... and be confident. 


= 


As a mere 18-year-old 
private of the Dittohead Reserves, forgive me for 
pointing out an error on the cover of the January 
issue of The Limbaugh Letter, Your helmet js 
missing its fifth star, Certainly after having led 
the American pcople to their greatest victory in 
the last two centuries, there is no honor high 
enough for you. EIB salutes. 

— GEORGE DEMOs, New York, NY 
Ar ease, private! You have exhibited great bravery 
1H 


and valor by counting yourself a dittohead 
New York City, no less. Carry on. 





WHY LIBERALS | 
UNDERMINE 






here is a battle ongoing for 
the soul of democracy. I 
am not overdramatizing 
this. There are significant 
signs in Washington and 
in the news media that the 
battle being waged is deadly. 

Recently a high-ranking executive with a 
major American company made arrange- 
ments to come by my real radio announc- 
ers office. We had a friendly conversation. 
There was nothing remarkable about it, 
until the end. He smiled and said: "Rush, 
I'm worried. When the Republicans win 
everything in 1996, what will you have left 
to talk about?” 

I looked him right in the eye, and said: 
“Sir, there will always be liberals. And the 
more they lose, the more outrageous they be- 
come, the more cacophonous they become. 
And the more dangerous they become.” 

That is the key. The more they lose, the 
more they feel threatened, the more lethal 
they are. And they are made even more 
dangerous because of their willing accom- 
plices in the press. 

Then I took the smile right off my visi- 
tors face. I said: "Sir, you think it's going 
to get easier with a Republican win? If the 
Republicans ever do win the White House 
and keep the House and the Senate, if thc 
Republicans hold everything, | think my 
toughest challenge will have arrived.” 

There will be so many liberals who will 
not stand for it, who will be so threatened, 





WILL 
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that they will launch unprecedented attacks 
on me and other conservatives. [ have no 
doubt that they will make every attempt to 
put me out of business. They will try to put 
any Republicans in power out of business. 

You look at what's happening in the 
House of Representatives. Where is the 
substantive debate? Republicans stand up 
and advocate the proposals in their Con- 
tract, and all the Democrats do is talk 
about Newt Gingrich. It's nothing but one 
personal assault after another. 

On the Floor of the House, Rep. Carrie 
Meek (D, FL) made a bristling attack on 
Mr. Newt which was so outrageous that 
her remarks were stricken from the record. 
Sen. Robert Byrd (D, WV) took the 
Senate Floor to discuss what would hap- 
pen if a bird flew over the top of Mount 
Everest. And he grabbed his little handker- 
chief and dragged it across the microphone 
— to portray, he said, a bird flying over 
Mount Everest. Your tax dollars at work. 

It would be amusing if 1t weren't so 
shrewd, You see, there's a little-known 
Senate rule that can stop a committee 
meeting after the Senate has been in session 
for two hours, Because the Senate Judiciary 
Committee was having hearings on the bal- 
anced-budget amendment, which Byrd 
despises, he used this arcane parliamentary 
tactic to bring those hearings to a screech- 
ing halt. I have no doubt we will be treated 
to more of this sort of thing, and worse, as 
the Contract With America progresses. 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





And make no mistake, friends: it is pro- 
gressing. As we go to press, an enormous 
amount has been accomplished. The 
Congressional Accountability Act, the 
largest Congressional reform package in 
history, has passed both Houses of 
Congress and has been signed by the 
President. The Unfunded Mandates bill 
has passed both Houses and awaits the 
President's signature. The Balanced Budget 
Amendment has passed the House and ts 
at this moment too close to call in the 
Senate. The Line-Item Veto — new power, 
mind you, that a Republican Congress 
wants to give to a Democrat President — 
has passed the House and awaits debate in 
the Senate. The House has unanimously 
passed the Victim Restitution bill, and has 
passed the Exclusionary Rule Reform Act, 
making it easier for police to gather evi- 
dence. As Washington correspondent Bob 
Schieffer admitted on the CBS Evening 
News: “Newt Gingrichs troops are doing 
just what they said theyd do." 


fact that absolutely enrages 
liberal Democrats, who are 
accustomed to ruling the 
day. So mark my words: 
every attempt that can be 
made to impugn, to deni- 
grate, to smear, to sidetrack Republicans 
and conservatives will be made by the left, 


continued 








and the press is helping them out every 
step along the way 

lake the Jan. 23 Time magazine cover, 
with a picture of me, and the headline: “Is 
Rush Limbaugh Good for America?” with 
the subtitle: “Talk radio is only the begin- 
ning, Electronic populism threatens to 
short-circuit representative democracy.” 


he piece is by Time staff 
writer Robert Wright, who 
is worried about some- 
thing he dubs “hyper- 
democracy.” Hyperdemoc- 
racy is defined in the 
article as talk radio (of course); faxes; the 
Internet; on-line services such as Compu- 
Serve, America Online, Prodigy; C-SPAN; 
even the telephone! Grass-roots involve- 
ment. You, getting in touch with members 
of Congress. You, letting your elected rep- 
resentatives know what vou think. 
Washington Post columnist David Broder, 
called by other Washington journalists “the 
Dean of Washington journalists,” wrote a 
column agreeing with Time. Broder, who 
referred to me as “the vigilante broadcast- 
er," said he was "delighted" that Wright 
pointed out “the dangers that electronic 
democracy poses to the Constitution's sys- 
tem of representative government.” 

This, my friends, is why I think theres a 
battle to the death for the soul of democracy. 

Why in the world would a true demo- 
crat — with a small "d" — object to any 
democracy? Hyper, cyber, electronic, or 
any other kind? Those in the Democrat 
Party claim to stand for democracy. They 
claim to be our personal guarantors of it. 
They claim to care more about democracy 
than anybody else. And yer, here they are, 
attempting ro stifle democracy. Why: 
Folks, they dont like it. 

That's correct. I do not believe thar lib- 
erals particularly relish democracy, the will 
of the people, when the people democrati- 
cally express ideas or desire policies that 
liberals don't agree with. Listen to what 
Gary Hart, who has a new talk radio pro- 
gram, said on CNN's "Inside Politics” in 
early February: “You give a life to public 
service, and ... you have earned the right 
to express some views. People are showing 
up that have daily radio and television 
shows that we've never heard of. Never 
heard of. Who are they? Where did they 
come from? Who gives them the right?” _ 

Mr. Hartpence. The First Amendment 
to the United States Constitution guaran- 
tees us the right. Irs called, Mr, Hartpence, 
freedom of speech. Who gives us the right? 
The right comes from God, which is where 
all human rights originate. And our Con- 





uitution protects that God-given right. 

In Texas, the state Democratic Party 
has attempted to stop my program. They 
were very bold about it. They seemed to 
see nothing inherently wrong about 
pressuring sponsors of my program, trying 
to get them to pull their sponsorship. They 
seemed to see nothing inumidating, noth- 
ing censorious about that — they didn't 
seem to believe they were doing anything 
at all co stifle democracy. But the First 
Amendment allows people to say what 
they want. Yet liberals try to call certain 
speech that they don't like lies, or 
half-truths, or distortions, or mean, or full 
of hate, so they can censor it. 

Aside from the fact that they're dead 
wrong about what happens on my pro- 
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gram — there are no lies — the question 
then has to be asked: If somebody's lying 
big-time, misrepresenting things, and you 
have the truth on your side, what are you 
afraid of? To want to try to stifle my pro- 
gram is not democratic. It is an illustration 
of a fear of the democratic process. 

Why is it that liberals love the Supreme 
Court and want as many liberals on the 
Supreme Court as they can get? It is precise- 
ly because most of the liberalism thar has 
found its way inco the fabric of American 
society has not found its way there legisla- 
tively. It has not found its way into the fab- 
ric of our society democratically. 

Look at busing. The people did not vote 
for forced busing. Look at affirmative 
acuon and quotas and reverse discrimina- 
tion. The people of the United States did 
not vote for affirmative action, the people 
did not vote for quotas, the people did not 
vote for reverse discrimination as a remedy 
for past discrimination. 








Look at immigration. Look at Propo- 
sition 187 in California. The people voted 
for it, trying to stop illegal immigrants 
from getting taxpayer-supported benefits 
— and what happens? Immediately liber- 
als go to court to try to stop the will of the 
people from being implemented, as demo- 
cratically expressed. 

Look at multiculturalism. There is no 
legislative history that the people of this 
country have ever said: Yeah! We want to 
teach a bunch of irrelevant history to 
American kids and forever screw 'em up. 
The American people have never voted 
democratically to bastardize history curricu- 
la the way it has been done in this country. 
It has all happened at the courts. It has all 
happened because liberals control the elite 
positions in institutions of higher learning, 

Now comes Time magazine, whining 
that hyperdemocracy is threatening Ameri- 
ca. These guys have it 180 degrees wrong. 
Whars threatening America is the lack of 
democratic process, with so much crap 
being implemented into our society that 
people didnt vote for and dont want. 

The truth is, if there is a reason for so- 
called hyperdemocracy, if there is a reason 
for the success of my program (other than 
the talented, entertaining host), if there is 
a reason why computer networks and mass 
communication and direct contact with 
members of the House and Senare is on 
the rise, it’s precisely because the people of 
this country have arisen and said: "Stop it. 
We are tired of having things forced on us 
that we did not vote for. We are tired of 
having a liberal elite tell us that we're too 
stupid and too naive to make up our own 
minds and know what's good for us." And 
they are standing up and trying to stop it. 


ut by popularizing talk 
radio, by popularizing 
faxes, by popularizing the 
notion that you can have 
an influence over how 
your government works — 
you are provoking liberal elites in the 
press, liberal elites in the Democratic Party 
to Bo to war with you, They will do every- 
thing to see to it that your power, your 
ability to influence your government to 
implement the things you choose as demo- 
cratically expressed, is thwarted. 

These people will do whatever they can 
to render you impotent, by insulting you, 
by telling people that you are idiots, that 
you dont know what's good for you and 
your families. This is the ultimate insult: 
that you, by rising up and caring, by de- 





continued on page 16 





According to Me 


“Irs the economy, stupid." That was 
Bill Clinton's election mantra in 1992. 
Three years later, we find out he was talk- 
ing about the Mexican economy, not ours. 
Sure, Orange County, Californias invest- 
ments have imploded. Sure, the District 
of Columbia finds itself with a deficit of a 
billion dollars. Sure, we have a $4.5 tril- 
lion national debr. 

But no matter, the President wants to 
bail out Mexicos economy. 

Rarely has an Administration governed 
so consistently against the will of the peo- 
ple. And make no mistake: On this, pub- 
lic opinion is overwhelmingly negative. Polls show 
that 80 percent of the American people oppose 
Clinton's bailout plans. Even some Mexicans 
aren't thrilled. Though newspapers carried 
huge headlines: "Viva Clinton!” (proving 
its not only in America that journal- = 
ists are out of touch), tens of thou- 
sands of citizens took to the streets 
of Mexico to protest Washingtons 
involvement and express a fear of a loss 
of sovereignty. 

How did we get ourselves into this 
mess in the first place? The trigger point 
for the crisis occurred last December 20, 
when the Mexican government devalued 
the peso. This caused panic among interna- 
tional investors, who, after the assassination of a 
presidential candidate and riots in the southern | 
provinces, feared that Mexico's political stability was at risk 
— and that Mexico's economic policy was becoming erratic 
and inflationary, - 

Thhhhwupt! Hear that great sucking sound? Its the billions of 
pesos of investments being pulled out of Mexico. The panic provoked 
a 25-percent drop in the value of the peso measured against the dollar 
since Jan. 1995. That, in turn, threatened the Mexican governments 
ability to pay back debts. So, let's give these guys a loan, right? - 

President Ernesto Zedillo Ponce de Leon immediately appealed to 
the Deep Pockets to his North: America. On January 12, the Presi- 
dent began to pressure Congress into approving a $40 billion loan 
guarantee to Mexico. Fearing a further meltdown of the Mexican 
economy would harm American companies and workers involved in 
trade with Mexico, as well as threaten pension and other funds invest- 
ed in Mexico, Bob Dole and Mr. Newt immediately agreed. 

But opposition to the Clinton bailout sprang up instantly, led by 
Sen. Phil Gramm, Jack Kemp, Jeanne Kirkpatrick, and most House 
Republican freshmen, After a pro-bailout briefing by Federal Reserve 
Board Chairman Alan Greenspan, freshman Rep. Zach Wamp told 
The Wall Street Journal: " He's a whole lot smarter than the people of 
east Tennessee who I was elected to represent. Bur I’m going to vote 
with them this time and not with Mr Greenspan.” 

Privately the President told Congress a crisis was underway. But pub- 
licly he devoted only a few sentences to Mexico in his 81-minute State 
of the Union speech; few on Capitol Hill believed Clinton was seriously 

; fighting for his plan. Finally, faced with overwhelming public and 
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Congressional opposition, Clinton took unilateral action on January 31, 
= He offered Mexico $20 billion from the U.S. Exchange Stabilization 
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From the Limbaugh Institute for Advanced Conservative Studies | 


Fund, and cobbled together another 
$30.5 billion in economic assistance from 
the International Monetary Fund and the 
Bank of International Settlements. 

That brought cries of protest from 
House freshmen, some of whom intro- 
duced legislation to defund the very 
Treasury program from which Clinton 
plans to take the $20 billion. Heres why. 

Mexico is just beginning to emerge 
from a long history of socialism. Taxes 
are high, major industries are owned by 
the government, the public bureaucracy 
is enormous, and regulations are stran- 

gling many small businesses. Changes are being 
made, but slowly. The North American Free Trade 
Agreement increased the stakes for the 90 million 
people of Mexico to move rapidly toward a first- 
world, free-market economic system, 

Bur the government, still caught up 

in the old ways, made corrupt and 
costly errors. 
During last years presidential elections, 
the ruling party began printing massive numbers of 
pesos to rally the economy and bring about their re-election. In 
the short term, this inflationary policy worked, fooling people 
into thinking they had more purchasing power than ever 
before. But as with all inflation, it was an illusion. After the 
election, the government was forced to end the charade. _ 

There was just one problem: the charade had not just affected 
native Mexicans, as in the old days. This 
time it suckered international investors, 
who believed the illusion of Mexican 
economic growth. 

What Mexico needs to do is replace its 
central bank (with its instinct to inflate the 
peso) with a currency board that would link 
che peso directly to the value of the U.S, dollar 
and thus make it impossible for the government to monkey with it. A 
sound, stable currency is essential for a nation’s economic growth, and 
without it foreign economic assistance will be the equivalent of pour- 
ing money down the drain. | Lu 

[n fact, direct economic assistance will no doubt make the situation 
worse. Liberals will never understand this, but failure is an important 
part of a free-market economy. When mistakes are made and felt, they 
can be learned from and corrected. When mistakes are papered over, 
their impact softened, the chances that they will teach lessons and 
result in change are greatly diminished. In Mexico's case, the govern- 
ment is imposing wage and price controls and increasing taxes while 
they wait for U.S, assistance. A step in exactly the wrong direction. 

But no matter, Clinton is racing to reward Mexico for mistakes that 
will lead to further problems down the road, and the liberal media is 
cheering him on. "Speed is essential ... since Congress was 
balking at the legislation to rescue Mexico," declared a 
Washington Post editorial. 

Mark Twain once quipped: “When you're skaung 
on thin ice, your safety is in your speed. Clinton is 
indeed skating on very thin ice, economically and 
politically, But at least we've finally learned one of his 
core principles: The peso stops here, 
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T didnt come te Washington to be 
loved ... and I haven't been disap- 
pointed.” So says Phil Gramm, 
one of the most Interesting 
members of the Senate, who 
was kind enough to make 

time for an EIB interview 


Rush: Senator, glad to speak 

with you. Let's start with back- 

ground. You were once a Democrat 
Gramm: Thats right. 

Rush: What prompted you to 

abandon the Democratic Party? 

Gramm: | grew up in a family where my 

grandmother thought of Republicans as those 

guys in blue shirts who burned down her 

grandmothers barn. I never met a Repub- 

lican until I was grown. By the time I got to 

Congress, I knew that national Re- 

publicans thought more like I did — but 

| didnt think political parties made any 

difference. I came to Washington de- 

termined to help gain control of feder- 

al spending, balance the budger, let 

working people keep more of what they 

earned, pass power back ro the states, counties, 

cities, people. But every time | tried to do one of 

the things that I had promised to try to do, | 

ran head-on into Tip 

O'Neill and Jim Wright. 

When Ronald Reagan 

was elected — basically 

on the same issues that I'd been 

elected to the House on — I 

became a leader of the effort to adopt 

the Reagan program, which was 

called the Gramm-Larta Budget 

in the House. As the sponsor of 

thac budget, I helped put 

together the bipartisan coalition that made the 

Reagan program law, thar cut taxes, that ignited 

the longest peacetime recovery in the history of 

the country and created 21 million new jobs, 
rebuilt defense and won the Cold War. 
Rush: How did this sit with your party? 

, Gramm: The Democrats were unhappy about my leader- 
| ship on the Reagan program, so they took me off the Budget 
Committee, | felt che people of my district were being disenfran- 
chised, but I figured if I just changed parties, some in my district 
might feel betrayed. So I resigned from Congress, went back 
home, and ran again as a Republican — in a district where no 
Republican had ever gotten more than 34 percent of the vote. | 
was very fortunate to beat nine Democrats. 

Rush: How would you evaluate the Democratic Party today? 
Gramm: Ic is out of touch with the people who do the work and 


Rush: For years we heard from the 





Democrats: “The deficits are 
choking America! We've got to 
raise taxes on the rich!" Now a 
balanced budget amendment is 
before the Senate, and Robert 






Reich says, “Wait! A balanced 
budget was never our oTa your freedom as a citizen of that city 
has been dramatically diminished, _ 
Rush: Is it your opinion that liberal 
better able to control people's freedom 


pay the taxes — who pull the wagon. In 1979 and 
'80 I could see that the Democratic Party was 
increasingly becoming not the party of the people, 
but the party of the government, that the Party was 
dominated by an obsession to expand the power of 
the federal government, and to expand benefits 
provided by the federal government, Obviously 
that ultimately means increasing taxes. As govern- 
ment got bigger, as there were more and more peo- 
ple riding in the wagon and fewer people pulling 
the wagon, the burden of pulling got harder and 
harder. Finally the American people revolted, and | 
think that’s what the 1994 election was about. 
Rush: You think it was ideological? 

Gramm: Ideological in the sense that people felt they had too 
much government and too little freedom. 

Rush: If I had to assign a theme to Phil Gramm's objective for 
America, that would be it: freedom. You keep talking about free- 
dom. Now I'm with you on this, by the way — but many 
Americans might say: “What do you mean? I havent lost my free- 
dom. I can still do what I want to do.” What freedoms have we 
lost, or what freedoms are precariously balanced? 

Gramm: When I talk about freedom, I mean first of all the basic 
freedom to benefit from the fruits of your own labor. When gov- 
ernment at all levels is spending forty cents out of every dollar 
earned in America, that is substantial loss of freedom. When youre 
working months to simply pay for government spending, when 
you're into the third day of the week on the job before you're be- 
ginning to earn money for yourself and your family, then clearly 
your freedom has been diminished. 

| To the degree that government makes 
decisions for you, your freedom has 
been diminished. If you live in a city 
in which 30 percent of your tax ex- 
penditures are dictated not by local 
voters, or by the mayor, or by the city 


council, but by Washington, D.C., 


Democrats believe they are 
UE People "s demonstrated they're not capable of dealing 
vith coo much freedom themselv maki 
| : es, by making wrong decisi 
FEAT 1 k | ( F, 
voting for Republicans, for example? : Je TI AW 
Gramm: First they believe that they 
government is basically the place whi 
Rush: Is that view founded in 
have for ordinary people? 
Gramm: I think it’s d i 
AN i TS founded In a paternalistic approach to people, 
e^ at there is a privileged elite class in America that knows 
e n t i people like Phil Gramm and Rush Limbaugh By | k 
eo ran es sh L . By mak- 
g those decisions, they are creating a dependency on i ern 
Cy overnment 


which generates a consti 
| insutuency for the Dem, c 
Rush: Amen. ) ^emocrauc Party 


Gramm: Which is why Bill Clinton, de 
is a big government man. 


know better, that the federal 
here decisions should be made. 
à contempt of sorts that liberals 


spite his best rhetoric, still 
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Rush: By the way, I made a note when you were talking about the 
great recovery of the 80s, which of course is undeniable, Bill 
Clinton says his economic recovery is the best since World War Il. 
Gramm: Well, it's no doubt that’s not true. The longest peacetime 
expansion in American history occurred under Ronald Reagan. 
Real wages were growing, and working families were benefiting — 
after they had gotten clobbered economically under Jimmy Carter 
in 1979 and 1980. Bill Clinton talks about his success in reducing 
che deficit, buc he sent a budget to Capitol Hill in which the deficit 
rises for three years in a row. His budget over the next three years 
has $65 billion in new deficits above the level he said would be 
achieved, based on what we did in "93 and "94, What do these 
numbers add up to? Every penny of the taxes imposed in '93 and 
'94 has been spent, and this year spending in Clinton's budget rises 
by $73 billion. The benefit of the growth in the economy is provid- 
ing $69 billion in revenues, but Bill Clinton is proposing spending 
another $73 billion. So the deficits going up, not down. 
Rush: Yes, but with baseline budgeting he can call that a cut, and 
he is. They're out there saying they've cut the budget 
Gramm: The only place anybody believes that stuff is in 
Washington, D.C. 
Rush: Lers talk about the balanced budget amendment. For the 
past three years, including the campaign year of '92, all we heard 
from the Democrats was: “The deficits have gotten too large! 
They're choking America! Our economic recovery is on hold — 
we've got to raise taxes on the rich! Blah, blah, blah." So we got the 
1993 budget deal, which you just explained was a farce. And now 
that a balanced budget amendment has passed the House and is 
before the Senate, we have Robert Reich and Alice Rivlin on tele- 
vision saying, “Wait! A balanced budget was never our objective. 
It's not something that we ever intended to do." So isnt this talk 
about reducing deficits just typical smokescreen rhetoric? Dont 
they really fear a balanced budget amendment, because it would 
pur a restraint on them they'd rather not have? 
Gramm: A balanced budget amendment to the Constitution 
would fundamentally change American government. It would pull 
the federal government into the real 
world where families and businesses 
live. It would force members of 
Congress to say “No” — something 
many members of Congress have not 
done in 40 years. And it would bring 
to an end a 40-year program by which 
the government has courted political 
constituencies by taking money from 
the people pulling the wagon and 
expanding the number of people rid- 
ing in the wagon. The Democrats are | 
horrified by the prospects of having to live on a balanced budget. 
We would have the votes in the Senate ro pass the balanced budget 
amendment if every Democrat who voted for it last time or who 
consistently voted for it continued to vote for it. 
Rush: But they wont. 
Gramm: They wont. That's the problem. We must have 67 votes, 
which means we need 14 Democrats to vote with us. Tom Daschle, 
the minority leader, is worried that since we havent had much 
practice, not having balanced the budget since 1969, it could 
cause mental trauma. It could hurt South Dakota, he says. | won- 
der what these deficits are doing to South Dakota and Texas. 
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Gramm: A balanced budget amendment 






would fundamentally change 
American government. It would 
force members of Congress to 
say “No” — something many 
have not done in 40 years. The 
Democrats are horrified by the 


prospects of having to live on a 
balanced budget. 


when the crime bill was being debated. This demand for 
specifics is just another smokescreen, is it not? 

Gramm: Oh, listen, if you had ro tell people how 

you were going to do something before you set out 

to do it, you would have never started your own 

radio show. Nobody would ever go off to college. 

Nobody would start a business. Nobody would 

get married. As I said the other day, when after 

my wife turned me down twice, I got down 

on one knee in San Antonio on the river- 

walk and said, “If you'll marry me, I'll 

spend the rest of my life trying to make you 

happy.” She didn’t look down at me and say, 

“How are you going to do it?” She gauged my com- 

mitment, and 25 years later, I’m still working at tt. 

Rush: This may be wishful thinking on my part, but 

are they floundering, Senator? I know you cant just 

write them off, they're still a major party, and any 

election can go any way, but I listen to them talk, 

and theres a bankruptcy. They're talking about 

tax cuts, their own version of a flat tax, and 

they're reduced to looking for scandal. It 

sounds like they're on the run, and theyre 

doing whatever they can to hold onto the 

vestiges of power they once had, rather 

than do whars good for America. 

Gramm: Rush, they're trying to talk 

like Republicans, but they're not will- 

ing to act like Republicans. Its obvi- 

ous that in Bill Clinton's hour-and-twenty- 

minute State of the Union speech, his speech 

writers wrote three speeches. One: Bill Clinton, the 

New Republican. Two: Bill Clinton, the defender 

of the status quo. And three: Bill Clinton, the 

old-time Democrat. And rather than deciding 

who he was, he gave all three speeches. So we have 

the specter of having a 

grown man, the President of 

the United States, talking 

about "re-inventing him- 

self.” He ought to be re-inventing his 

program. But the Democrats have a 
fundamental crisis, which is that the 
American people do not want what 

the Democrats are committed to 

doing. They know the American 

people dont want it, and they're 

floundering around because 

they're trying to deceive people about where 

they are and what they think. 

Rush: How can we fool 'em today? Thats what | 

think their motto is every morning when they get up. 

Gramm: It is cynical. One of the reasons 1 have enjoyed 

my service in Congress is that I've been able to do what I 
thought was right, and I didn’t spend a lot of time second-guess- 
ing vores. It’s got to be miserable for Democrats, who are commit- 
ted to expanding government — they know their ability to win 
back control of Congress or hold the White House depends on 
more people being dependent on government; bur they know we 
know that their success means the long-term failure of America. 
Rush: Let me talk abour the Contract With America, I talked to 
Dick Armey a few weeks ago, and I mentioned to him that I get 
calls from people who more than ever before care about what goes 








on in their country, therefore in Washington, and they're passion- 
ately involved. Now if your favorite football team ever makes the 
Super Bowl, you're always afraid that when the big day comes 
they're not going to play their best, they're going to somehow blow 
it. There are a lot of Americans who have so much hope, so much 
desire built on this Contract and the Republican agenda succeed- 
ing, that some of them are afraid that the ball's going to be 
dropped. Some of them say, “We've got the Contract with America 
in the House, bur it looks like the Senate is luke- 
warm to some of these things.” So they look at the 
system and say, “Gee, what do we have to do to 
get these things done?” What would vou say to 
those people regarding the actions of Republicans 
in the Senate to work with Republicans in the 
House to get the Contract done? 

Gramm: Let me first comment on this passion 
youre describing. I think we're seeing a funda- 
mental change in the way we look at our country. 
Until very recently, Americans were confident 
about the long-term future. When the economy 
was bad, they were mad at the President, because 
he had denied them their birthright: continued 
prosperity and the ability of each generation to do 
better than the one before. So all you had to do 
was get rid of that person and everything would 
be great. Now for the first time in our history, 
Americans are beginning to question the future. 
People are beginning to look at the deficit, or the 
tax burden, or the regulatory burden, or crime, or 
illegitimacy, and they are rightly very concerned. 
The election was a manifestation of that. There 
are a lot of people who are wondering if it can be 
fixed — if these problems can be solved. And 1 
think you see this anxiety because we now have a 
chance to fix what is wrong with our country, and 
people are fearful chat it wont happen. ! 
Rush: They dont want the opportunity blown, 
because they don't know when it'll come up again. 
Gramm: Thats right. Lec me say that I think the 
House has some advantages. There's the enthusi- 
asm that comes from being in the majority for the 
hrst time in 40 years. The rules of the House are 
more conducive to getting your majority, forcing a 
vote, and succeeding. But we can do this in the 
Senate. And I believe there's a strong commitment 
to do it here. Part of our problem is, of course, chat 
not every Republican is equally committed to the 
Contract. I've had people say to me, “This is a Contract the House 
entered into with the American people; this is nor a Contract with 
the Senate." But that's a subtle distinction the American people 
dont understand. And besides, what is in the Contract that we're 
not for? I'm for everything in the Contract. We're going to make a 
good faith effort to pass it. We're not going to fix the problems that 
have come from ten or fifteen bad elections in a row, with one good 
election. But it 1s very important that. we convince people that if 
they will give us the tools, we can do the work. | 

Rush: Thats it in a nutshell. You've just nailed it. That's why peo- 
ple feel there is a two-year period here to at least demonstrate that 
Gramm: We ve got a lot of big problems. Passing the Contract is 
not going to fix all those problems. We're going to need a betier 
Congress, a more committed Congress, and we're going to need a 
committed president in 1996 to deal with these long-term prob- 
lems: balancing the budget; getting money back into the hands of 


families so chat decisions can be made by families instead of by the 
government; enforcing the Tenth Amendment to the Constitution 
ro let states and counties and cities and people make decisions that 
inherently are state-based or local or individual. Theres a lot of 
heavy lifting to be done, in terms of the long-term financial prob- 
lems that well have, We know based on population that in the 


year 2013 ac the current rate of economic growth — which may 


not be sustained — that we're going to have a solvency problem 
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bill is deader 
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won't ever 
be back.” 


— PHIL GRAMM 





with Social Security. You look at any of these 
trends, and its obvious: we're going to need some 
dramatic leadership. We've got to change. 
Rush: You brought up 1996, Let me ask you 
point blank: Why do you want to be President? 
Gramm: | am convinced that if we dont change 
the policies of our government, if we dont change 
them soon, if we dont change them dramatically, 
then in twenty years we're not going to be living 
in the same country we grew up in. Neither of my 
parents graduated from high school. My mama 
dreamed the American dream, and I've lived it. I 
don't want it to die. But I am convinced that 
unless we begin to run our country the way we 
run our families and run our businesses, our prob- 
lems are going to overwhelm us, 
Rush: What can you do as President? 
Gramm: You can do three things. Number one, 
you can have the courage to tell people the truth 
about how serious these problems are, Number 
two, you can present a vision of how to deal with 
them. You look at the deficit, and these numbers 
are big, and nobody but Ross Perot knows what a 
billion dollars is. But when you explain that to 
balance the budget we would have to freeze gov- 
ernment spending for three years in a row, and 
when you explain chat families every day on the 
block you live on make tougher decisions than 
thar, because they have to, then the problems start 
looking like things we can deal with. I think we 
need someone who can present a vision people 
can understand and believe in. And finally, I think 
we need someone who is tough enough to stay 
with it until we get the job done. Welfare is a per- 
fect example. Reforming welfare is going to be 
rn n difficult, Every horror story that can be 
us atm ig iti Btw 
dream — and we're eith Dr M ATI 
welfare system, or we're goin lx eu pens: the 
Marc UE B to accept a diminished America. 
Rush: 5o let's rake a look at the vision How are you going to « 
those people out of the wagon, and helping to pull it? AS P 
Gramm: First, you ve got to have a mandatory | 
in the private sector. I think we're i 
these make-work government jobs 
Rush: The Clinton plan. 
Gramm: Because we'll never get rid of them, We 
people on welfare from the minimum wage, : 
get is at $2.50 an hour, there 1s dignity in 
j n E mi MERE de as » EN 
best job they can get and hones a 
yc ' upplement 
Bot to stop giving people more and more m 
more children on welfare, Fin 
irrefutable, but in practice it's 
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to change welfare so that people riding in the wagon are not better 
off than people pulling the wagon. In the District of Columbia, a 
person who qualifies for the four major welfare benefits gets a pre- 
tax income equivalent of over $21,000 a year. I hire Harvard gradu- 
ates in my office at $18,500 a year, Bill Clinton can talk until he's 
blue in the face abour training these people to get jobs, but they are 
never going to take those jobs, there is no amount of training that 
is going to induce them to give up a safety net that has become a 


had to be stopped. 

Rush: Note that your body is not cold nor dead. 

Gramm: No, but Clinton's health care bill is deader than Elvis. 
And, unlike Elvis, it wont ever be back. 4% 
Rush: The Republican field of Presidential candidates is far less 
crowded than anybody ever thought, Senator. Many thought there 
would be sixteen people. And now basically you have four. With 
early primaries, it's conceivable that the Republican nominee will 


hammock at $21,000 a year when the minimum 
wage is $8800. gins 
Rush: George Pataki, Governor of New York, has 
shocked and stunned and left near cardiac arrest | 
the liberals in New York state with what he wants ? 
to do with welfare reform, homeless shelters and 
so forth. And you read the newspapers, and you 
turn on television, and you get every liberal news 
person and liberal politician saying Pataki wants 
to steal from the poor and give to the rich. It's the 
same old anti-80s rhetoric. So you know that’s 
going to happen if you propose a massive welfare 
reform plan. You know people are going to say 
that you have no heart, that you're cruel, that 
you're mean-spirited. And Republicans have not 
defended themselves against that charge. How are 
you going to defend yourself? 
Gramm: That's what I mean when I say weve got 
to have someone who is tough enough. Why do I 
want to make these changes? Part of it is the $301 
billion a year we're spending on welfare. But the 
biggest part is that we are denying these people 
access to the American dream. Before my mother 
met my father she had two little children, she had 
no husband, she was working in a cotton mill. If 
we'd had the kind of welfare program we have 
now, she would have taken it. She says it's not 
true, she would have died before she took it; she 
says she had pride, people today dont have pride. 
But it would have been much better chan what she 
could earn, there would have been no stigma 
involved, and her life and the lives of her children 
would have been fundamentally different. I want 
to make these changes because | love these people, 
who have had their lives diminished by our sys- 
tem. And I think if we care about these people, we 
have got to be tough enough ro push this thing 
through. There's no give in me on this issue. 
Rush: You do have a reputation for being tough. 
That has led some people to say youre mean. 
Gramm: Yeah, I know. 
Rush: How do you respond to this? Youre not a mean guy. 
Gramm: Well, I dont know how you respond to it. 1 guess the 
difference between Bill Clinton and me is | know who I am, 1 
know what I believe, and I’m comfortable with it. | think as peo- 
ple get to know me better they'll be able to differentiate xdi 
being tough and being mean. But I've been consistent, m c 
Reagan budget to Gramm-Rudman to standing up and saying 
“No” on the health care bill when pollsters were saying It was 
political suicide to take on the Clinton health care is dns on. 
Remember, 24 Republican Senators had signed on in ‘i ee j 
a big-government compromise, and it wasnt popular when us 
up and said that the Clinton health care bill was going D pass over 
my cold, dead body. A lot of my colleagues were very unhappy 


about it. They thought they might have cold, dead bodies. But it 
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“Democrats have 
a fundamental 
crisis: the 
American people 
do not want 
what Democrats 
are committed 
to doing.” 

— PHIL GRAMM 


be chosen by March 1996. Does this surprise you 

| that there are so few running, and what do you 
^ think it does for your chances? 
4 Gramm: Ir doesn’t surprise me, because I've looked 
at how difficult the task is, how much money 
you've got to raise. I chink my chances will depend 
on what people want. If people believe we need 
some modest changes and need to slow down the 
growth of government, then Sen. Dole, will have 
the advantage. If people are committed to funda- 
mentally changing American government, then 
they're going to look at my record on the Reagan 
program, and Gramm-Rudman, and the Clinton 
health care bill, and they're going to determine that 
I was conservative before conservative was cool. If 
they really want to change things, I'm their man. 
Rush: We need all the Republicans in the Senate 
we can ger; how much time is this going to take 
away from your Senate activities? You're very pow- 
erful in the Senate, especially on economic mat- 
ters, You're one of the leaders of the Senate, youre 
articulate and you are passionate, and I think you 
have the ability to persuade vast numbers of peo- 
ple. You know the power and the action right now 
is on Capitol Hill. Are you worried about distract- 
ing yourself from that in order to run? 
Gramm: You've always got to worry about that. 
[ts a time-consuming activity, But theres no guar- 
antee that I'm ever going to spend a moment in 
che White House as anything other than a guest. 
But as a Senator I’m going to do everything I can 
to change America in the capacity I have. 
Rush: Do you feel confident of the Republicans 
ability to do thar, in both Houses now? 
Gramm: There will be some areas well run into 
difficulties. The balanced budget amendment to 
the Constitution is a perfect example. When you 
need 67 votes, and you have 53 Republicans, a lot 
depends on Democrats. We will eventually get that 
amendment. I hope we get it this year, but [m worried about it. 
We have to stay committed to what we have promised to do, to do 
our best to achieve it, and the American people will be fair. I think 
they'll grade us on a curve, and if we do our best itll be an A. 
Rush: Finally, what does Dickie Flatt chink of all chis? 
Gramm: Dickie Flatt, my printer friend in Mexia, Texas, like 
many other working Americans, is very excited, I think he had 
despaired that in his lifetime he would ever see a Congress that was 
not primarily preoccupied with the care and feeding of govern- 
ment, but instead was concerned with the people who do the work 
and pay the taxes to pull the wagon. Like a lot of people he's just 
worried that we dont waste the opportunity, because hes not sure 
we re ever going to get another one, 
Rush: Look, I appreciate your tinte. I'm happy to be on your team 
Gramm: Rush, thank you, | appreciate all you do. You have a big- 
ger impacr than I think even you know. tl 
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A sampling of my genius, to be widely quoted and disseminated 


CHINA HOT LINE 


For years, I've suggested that che 


best way to maintain our dominance of 


global markets and to level the playing 
field for American business ts to make 
sure our world competitors embrace the 
same silly, stupid regulations and cultural 
ideas that liberals impose on America. 
China, as you know, has at long last 
allowed capitalism to take hold, and is 
consequently growing into a bigger eco- 
nomic power. But US. 
business has nothing to 
worry about, because 
liberalism has made 
a great leap over the 
Great Wall China. The 
eastern city of Nanjing 
has just established 
China's first sex-educa- 
tion hot line! China 
News Service reports that 
sex education in schools 
is catching on. But as a 
"beneficial supplement,” 
the Institure of Science 
on Education has begun 
operating the sex hot 
line to help teenagers 
who are feeling “perplex- 
ed” about their sexual 
identities and to “frankly 
answer questions about 





sex. We in America know how this goes. 
Inevitably, schools will be spending less 
time teaching math and science, and more 
time giving lessons on how to put con- 
doms on bananas. (Maybe they'll use egg 
rolls.) Out will go the abacus, and in 
will come little Chinese kids reading 
"Heather Wong Has Two Mommies." 
Very encouraging — at this rate, 
Chinese kids will be just as ignorant as 
American kids. 
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FACT OF LIFE 

Remember when military geniuses like 
Congresswoman Patsy Schroeder claimed 
that women serving on combat ships was a 
great idea? Well, the new policy is starting 
to bear fruit In January five of the approxi- 
mately 450 women serving on the USS 
E:senhower, an aircraft carrier, have recently 
been re-assigned to shore duty. The Navy 
reported that they were taken off the ship 
due to “unplanned medical reasons,” Trans- 
lation: They're pregnant. Defense Secretary 
William Perry says the pregnancies are “a 
Fact of life” which will occur “a certain per- 
centage of the ume.” In no way, says Perry, 


do these pregnancies impair the ship's mis- 
sion. The Navy says it is unable to compare 
the USS Eisenhower's pregnancy rate with 
that of noncombat vessels because there isn't 
enough data on “pregnancies at sea.” How 
can this be? Thousands of years of naval 
military history and no pregnancy dara? ] 
suppose the next step is to install maternity 
wards on combat ships. That way, mommy 
and child can stay together and Fight 
together, should war break out. Either thar, 
or Dr Elders will take her uniform out of 
mothballs and hand out condoms on the 
high seas. Is this any way to run a military? 
You bet itis .., if you're a liberal. 


DATE REGULATORS 

Remember Antioch College 
in Ohio, the school that insti- 
tuted regulated dating? Under 
Antioch policy, students must 
obrain consent at every level of 
romantic involvement: “May | 
kiss you?” “Can I touch you 
there?” A young man is subject 
to discipline if he doesn’t 
receive permission at every 
stage. Antioch also requires 
workshops for freshmen to 
brainwash ... I mean instruct 
them on dating in the 90s. (No 
wonder 70 percent of Antioch’s 
600 students are female.) The 
college claims enrollment is up 
because of the policy, which 
went into effect in Jan. 1993. 
Since then, dozens of violators 
have negotiated settlements 
with offended students. One 
has been suspended and forced 
to publicly apologize. But 
human nature hasn't been total- 
ly defeated. Student Greg Pow- 
ers calls the policy "ridiculous." 
He claims nobody on campus 
uses it. He calls the policy “just 
a tool to ger men in trouble. 
These feminists are going 
wacky out here." Who do you 
believe: the date regulators who 
claim their policy is working 
great, or this guy? Hmmm? 


HERE CoME THE JUDGE 
People are sick of living in 
fear, and are demanding that 
government deal effectively 
with criminals. A federal judge 
in California js upset, too ... 
but not about the same things 
you are. U.S. District Judge 
Thelton Henderson scolded 
California officials, and ruled 
that conditions at the Pelican 
Bay Prison, an ultra-modern 
facility, violated the Constitu- 
ons guarantees against cruel 
and unusual punishment. The 
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problem, writes the judge, is 
that the prison “reinforces a 
sense of isolation and detach- 
ment from the outside world.” 
Especially the Security Housing 
Unit, where inmates are locked 
in windowless 8-by-10 cells. 
The high-security cells are too 
far removed from the “usual 
sights and sounds of everyday 
life," according to the judge = 
who expressed concern for the 
“senseless suffering and some- 
times wretched misery” caused 
by conditions at the prison, 
Your honor, with all due re- 
spect, that is the whole point. 
It's called punishment. Crim- 
inals are removed from the 
usual sights and sounds of 
everyday life because they dis- 
obeyed the law. With Re- 
publican control of the Senate 
judiciary, maybe we'll get some 
federal judges who'll express 
concern for the senseless suffer- 
ing the victims of crime endure, 
rather than the criminals. 


NEWSFLASH! 

The academic world has dis- 
covered the power of parents. A 
study published in the January 
issue of The American Journal 
of Epidemiology reveals that kids 
whose parents monitor them 
are actually less likely to do bad 
things. Amazing! Howard D. 
Chilcoat, a researcher in the 
Department of Psychiatry at 
Detroits Henry Ford Hospital, 
tracked 900 third and fourth 
graders in Baltimore. After two 
years, Chilcoat concluded that 
children whose parents are 
home or reachable after school 
are less likely to try tobacco, 
alcohol, or drugs. Chilcoat says: 
"Parents who maintain consis- 
tent guidelines for their chil- 
dren, and make an effort to 
know where they are and what 
they're doing, [can] prevent 
their children from starting 
drug use.” No kidding! 

According to the new acade- 
mic research, the *parental 
monitoring" that is most effec- 
tive includes enforcing night- 
time curfews. In other words, 
the kids who do best are home 
at night with their parents, Not 


playing midnight basketball. 





DoRITO DEMOCRATS 

Well, former Governors Ann “Ma” Rich- 
ards of Texas and Mario “the Pious’ Cuomo 
of New York joined forces in a capitalist 
enterprise. The two former top guns of Old 
Democrat glory sold Doritos during the 
Super Bowl. This venture begs serious scruti- 
ny, my friends. First. How could both of 
these stellar Democrats "cash in" on their 
years of public service? Isn't this the appear- 
ance of greed? Will they continue their unre- 


pentant march to the megabucks and accept 
a huge advance for a book deal? And what 


will David Bonior, the Democrat pit yorkie, 
say? But in analyzing this venture, I spotted 
something the marketing whiz kids over- 
looked. Mario the Pious and Ma Richards 
were terribly miscast. 

Gov. Cuomo would have been much more 
effective as a spokesman for ... Frosted 
Flakes. Or perhaps a new product: Goodbye, 
Mr. Chips. As for Ann Richards: one look 
will tell you that her natural calling would 
have been to hawk Ruffles ... with Ridges. 
You know, the wrinkled potato chips. Think 
about it. 





CLASS RIGHTS 
President Clinton continues to hype his 

"Middle Class Bill of Rights," which he threw 

together to try to buy voters back after the 

Democratic defeat in November. I ask: 

Whatever happened to the real Bill of Rights 

— which doesnt categorize Americans by class? 

* Freedom of Religion. Remember the 
1994 campaign? Democrats attacked the 
"religious right" as dangerous: How dare 
they participate in the political process? 
Clinton also opposes a Constitutional 
amendment protecting a students right 
to pray in schools. 

* Free Speech. Remember the Clinton 
Administrations attack on citizens who 
protested relocating alcoholics and drug 
addicts in their neighborhoods? The 
Department of Housing and Urban De- 


velopment, hud, threatened to prosecute 


ART FUND 

The Washington Post recently published 
a piece by Joseph Zeigler, author of "Arts 
in Crisis: The National Endowment 
for the Arts versus 
America." Zeigler is 
aghast that Repub- 
licans may get rid of 
the NEA, after the 
Endowment worked 


people who simply opposed the govern- 
ments plans. 

e Freedom of the Press. Remember the 
“Fairness Doctrine,” otherwise known as 
the Hush Rush Bill? And what about the 
White Houses “War on Limbaugh"? This 
Administration doesnt want opposition 
or dissent — which is exactly what the 
First Amendment protects. 

* The Right to Bear Arms. Remember the 
Brady Bill? The Crime Bill's ban on as- 
sault weapons? This Administration en- 
thusiastically abridges the rights of law- 
abiding citizens to own guns. 

And that’s just the first two Amendments. 
My advice to the President: stop inventing 
new “rights” to divide Americans by class, 
and start respecting the rights guaranteed by 
the U.S. Constitution. Its a wonderful docu- 
ment, Mr. President. Learn it, love it, live it. 


cant afford the NEA. He says, “The one 
big question hanging over the Endow- 
ment is: Should it be serving the arts or 
the people?” Wrong question. The real 
question is, "Why is 
the federal govern- 
ment in the art busi- 
ness in the first place?” 
Was it Thomas Jef- 


ferson's idea? Honest 


so hard to emerge 
from its recent "crisis." 
A crisis caused by 
objections to federally 
funded art ... like the 
exhibit of a crucifix in 
a jar of urine. Zeigler 
explains that the 
agency's "freedom" 
was at stake, and that 
the Endowment had 
an obligation ro fund 
such works. Zeigler doesn't buy the 
Republicans’ argument that the country 
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Abes, maybe? Nooo. 
It was Lyndon Johnson 
who signed legislation 
to create the Endow- 
ment in 1965. Part of 
the War on Poverty, 
no doubt. And a mis- 
take at its inception. 
IF you liberals want to 
see what you call art 
funded ... do it your- 
selves! The Washington 
Post Endowmentyfor the Arts, for 
instance. But leave/the rest of us out of it! 
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“This resolution has no more meaning or, “I just say, as the greatest of all said: ‘Forgive | “And as for the First Lady, ... no one so much 


"[l]E you look at the issues on which I 
have actually changed my mind, number 
one, | normally change my mind to a 


"A lot of people laid down their seats in 
Congress so that police officers and kids 
wouldnt have to lay down their lives." 


"Mario, I haven't seen a change like this 
since I was knee-high to a June bug." 
— ANN RICHARDS, IN AD DURING THE SUPER 


no more use than side pockets on a cow." 
— Rer JOHN DINGELL (D, MI), ON REPUBLICAN 
RESOLUTION PROMISING TO EXEMPT SOCIAL 


them, for they know not what they do.” 
— SEN. ROBERT BYRD (D, WV), ON THOSE WHO 
CRITICIZED HIM FOR USING HIS APPROPRIATIONS 


a 
= 


as considered giving her an apology, even if 
only out of minimal respect for her office.” 
— COLUMNIST FRANK RICH, AFTER CONNIE 


BOWL, REFERRING TO THE NEW DORITOS PACKAGE 


— BILL CLINTON, IN STATE OF THE UNION | 
| Yeah, They got rid of the old bag. 


ADDRESS, BLAMING ON HIS PARTY'S LOSSES ON ITS 


better decision, which is really what I 
SECURITY FROM SPENDING CUTS COMMITTEE SEAT TO FUNNEL MONEY BACK HOME, | CHUNG'S “JUST BETWEEN YOU AND ME” 


owe the American people." 
— BILL CLINTON, QUOTED IN 
THE BOSTON GLOBE 
And number two, How can you 
fool em today? 


“There's a difference between reputation 
and character.” 

— BILL CLINTON, AT THE NATIONAL PRAYER 
BREAKFAST, CLAIMING THAT HIS CHARACTER WAS 
"BETWEEN ME AND MY Gop,” AP 
Perhaps. But you cant keep up the former 
without the latter 


“We will re-elect the man who through the 
strength of his convictions has given the 
United States of America new strength." 

— VICE PRESIDENT AL GORE, AT A DEMOCRATIC 
NATIONAL COMMITTEE MEETING, QUOTED BY 

COLUMNIST CAL THOMAS 
Mr. Gore must have been thinking 
about 1984. 


“The reports of our demise are premature.” 
— BILL CLINTON, AT THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY'S 
WINTER MEETING, ON C-SPAN 
Not by much. 


“Here we go, | guess we can have a 
slumber party every night. ... Will there 
be bed checks?” 

— Rep. Pat SCHROEDER (D, CO), AFTER NEWT 
GINGRICH SAID HE WOULD NOT " MICRO-MANAGE 
[HE PERSONAL LIVES OF MEMBERS," 

NO LONGER FORBIDDING THEM TO SLEEP IN 
THEIR OFFICES, REUTER 


No bed check, Ms. Schroeder — but a reality 


check might help 


SUPPORT OF THE ASSAULT WEAPONS BAN 
New definition of a martyr: a Democrat 
losing an election. 


“While our nation is enjoying peace 
and prosperity, too many of our 
people are working harder and harder 
for less and less." 

— BiLL CLINTON, IN STATE OF 
THE UNION ADDRESS 
So whose fault is that? A clue, folks: 


check your W-2. 


“Only 37 percent of the people 
voted. Don't tell me there's this 
huge conservative tide!” 

— SAM DONALDSON, ON 
“THIS WEEK WITH DAVID BRINKLEY" 
Shhh! Dont anyone tell him 


“We're not selling! I wasnt a salesperson! 
You didn't hear either of us saying, 
‘Eat Doritos chips!" 

— MARIO CUOMO, ON HIS CO-STARRING ROLE 
WITH FORMER TEXAS GOVERNOR ANN RICHARDS 
IN DORITOS ADS DURING THE SUPER BOWL, 
QUOTED IN NEW YORK NEWSDAY 
Quick — someone explain to Mr. Cuomo 
the purpose of a television advertisement 


“You say this is unseemly? Do you 
mean it is unseemly to participate in 
our economic system?” 

— Mario CUOMO, ON HIS DORITOS ADS 
DURING THE SUPER BOWL, QUOTED 
IN NEW YORK NEWSDAY 
Only if you're Newt Gingrich. 


Think about 1t. 


“And one of the reasons the Democrats 
lost [in November] is because the 
Republicans convinced the voters that 
we raised everybody’s taxes when what 
we did was raise taxes sharply on the 
top 1.2 percent, and a lot of those folks 
funded those campaigns,” 

— BILL CLINTON, IN INTERVIEW WITH 
NBC's ToM BROKAW 
The latest page from the Mean 
Rich People handbook. 


“The President is against simply balancing 
the budget. ... The goal of a balanced 
budget is not my goal.” 

— ROBERT B. REICH, LABOR SECRETARY, ON 
NBC's "MEET THE PRESS" 

Folks, they admit it! 


“People say we're trying to scare people. 
We are trying to scare people. Because, 
I tell you, I’m scared to death if this 
goes through.” 

— Rep. JOE Moakey (D, MA), ON THE 
BALANCED BUDGET AMENDMENT, QUOTED IN 
NEW YORK Newspay 
This is a man in dire need of a Rush Relaxer. 


[It] will put a noose around the necks 
of senior citizens. It's a noose that tighrens 
every day we get close to passing the 
Contract With America." 

— Rep CHARLES SCHUMER (D, NY), QUOTED IN 
THE LOS ANGELES TIMES 
And they accuse conservatives o f demagoguery: 


——— 
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Spoken by a man very familiar with 
the cow — and the bull. 


"Republicans think it's better to just give 
the middle class a psychic punching bag to 
let them vent all their anger and frustra- 
tion on government and politicians, co let 
them lash out at those who have the least 
and need the most, even if that does noth- 
ing to actually improve their lives." 

— Rep RICHARD GEPHARDT (D, MQ), ON 
THE CONTRACT WITH AMERICA, QUOTED 
IN THE NEW YORK TIMES 
This, my friends, is what passes for the 
Democratic agenda these days. 


“When Mount Everest has been worn 
down to a level with the sands of the sea, 
by a bird dragging that handkerchief 
across the top of Mount Everest, eternity 
would have just begun." 

— SEN, ROBERT ByRD (D, WV), PASSING HIS 
HANDKERCHIEF OVER THE MICROPHONE, ASKING 
HIS LISTENERS TO IMAGINE A BIRD SWEEPING IT 
OVER A MOUNTAIN ONCE EVERY MINUTE, AP 
Thanks, Sen. Byrd, for defining eternity 
for us — a concept that springs to min 

whenever you take the Senate Floor. 


“T do not have an obligation to say: Oh 

yes, I will just roll over and play dead. I 

hear that a steamroller is coming. I want 
to know what is in that steamroller." 


— SEN. Ropert BYRD (D, WV), ON HIS USING PAR- 


LIAMENTARY TACTICS TO BLOCK LEGISLATION, AP 
You're right about the steamroller, Senator 
And you cant stop it with your hankte. 


QUOTED IN THE WALL STREET JOURNAL | 


But whos going to forgive you, Sir? 


“I don't think we ought to conduct a 
lobotomy on the Constitution without 
the American people being informed 
of the cost of the operation and the 
condition of the patient...” 

— SEN, ROBERT BYRD (D, WV), ON THE 
BALANCED BUDGET AMENDMENT, QUOTED 
IN THE WALL STREET JOURNAL 
The American people want to balance the 
budget. Does it take a lobotomy for a 
Democrat to understand this? 


“We dont need this kind of 
handcuffing of fiscal policy." 

— LAURA D'ANDREA TYSON, CHAIRMAN OF 
CLINTON'S COUNCIL OF ECONOMIC ADVISORS, 
ON THE BALANCED BUDGET AMENDMENT, 
QUOTED IN THE WASHINGTON TIMES 
Yes, we do. 


“T had a drill to the tooth of America for 
the last two years. ...It's amazing how 
many things I've had to do as President 
chat I knew would be unpopular." 

— BiLL CLINTON, AT A DEMOCRATIC 
FUNDRAISER, AP 
Bill Clinton: filling those cavities 


“Clearly, one of our most significant 
challenges ts communication.” 
— MARGARET MILNER RICHARDSON, 
IRS COMMISSIONER, QUOTED IN 
THE WALL STREET JOURNAL 
No kidding 


INTERVIEW OF NEWT GINGRICH 5 MOTHER, 
IN THE NEW YORK TIMES 
Her office? Precisely what office was 
Mrs Clinton elected to, Mr. Rich? 


“It does seem common sense to conclude 
that if We can send missiles down chim- 
neys from thousands of miles away, we 

ought to be able to do a better job of 
detecting lumps in women’s breasts.” 
— HILLARY CLINTON, QUOTED IT 
THE WASHINGTON TIMES 
The First Lady ventures into rocket science. 


“I made arrangements with CNN and they 


sent a big TV crew down to Plains, And with 


some very carefully contrived questions — 
Judy Woodruff asked me the questions... 
General Aideed was watching the program, 
and this is the way he and I communicated 
in thar effort to alleviate a crisis.” 
— JIMMY CARTER, QUOTED IN 
IHE WASHINGTON POST 
Sounds like Mr. Carter has hammered 
ane too many nail. 


“My policy is clear, I’m trying to preserve 
the American dream for all people of 
this country. I'm going to do it the way 
I said I was going to do it in New 
Hampshire in 1991 and 1992,” 

— BILL CLINTON, ON A NEW HaMPSHIRE RADIO 
CALL-IN PROGRAM, IN RESPONSE TO A CALLER 
WHO ASKED, "WHY CAN'T YOU STATE A CLEAR 
POLICY AND STICK TO IT?", AP 
As opposed to the way you've done it in 
1993, 1994, and 1995? 
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The Limbaugh Profiles 


Ooooh, those 
mean, heartless 
Republicans — 
they're hurting the 
children! Big Bird 
and Barney the 
Dinosaur are about to be cut by Newt Gingrichs terrible 
swift sword! Declares Nita M. Lowey (D, NY): “Make 
no mistake about it, this debate ts about Big Bird and 
Oscar the Grouch and Barney and Kermit and the new 
Republican majority that would put them on the chop- 
ping block.” Yada, yada, yada. 

The self-righteous left is in high gear, out- 
raged that the Republicans would dare sug- 
gest that perhaps subsidizing one particular 
television network in an age of cable and the 
satellite dish is not a wise use of scarce taxpayer dollars. 
But PBS is sacrosanct to liberals. Why? Because evil, 
filthy capitalism isn't involved (or so they claim). Public 
broadcasting 1s noble, pure, selfless and unblemished. 
Untarnished by disgusting profits. 

I'm not exaggerating how liberals think. Let me quote 
from a typical liberal in a column in the San Antonio 
Express-News: "Children's programs such as ‘Sesame 
Street’... could have only been conceived and created in 
the free, open, nonprofit climate of public television,” 
sniffs “educational anthropologist” Julio Noboa. “The 
high quality of both childrens and adult programming 





WHO IS THIS 


@seeeeeceeseseeeeeseeeeeeeeeseeeeeseeseeseseeceeeseseeeeeeeeeeeeane 6 


Sen. Robert C. 
Byrd (D, WV), a 
walking poster 
child for term lim- 
its, has been in 
Congress since 
1953, when he was elected cto the House of 
Representatives, and in the U.S. Senate since 1958. Over 
more than forty years, he has brilliantly earned his repu- 
tation as "King of Pork,” bringing home billions in bacon 
to West Virginia. He ts a highly entertaining figure, 
regarding himself as the 





pretentious references to 

Cicero and such. Dare question his spending projects, 
and you're an “ultracrepidarian critic.” It would be hilart- 
ous, if he were actually spending his own money. 

Now he ts the Democrats’ point man to stop the 
Balanced Budget Amendment ("1 believe in God and 
Senator Byrd,” declares Democratic National Committee 
Chair Sen. Chris Dodd [D, CT]). Byrd is in full melodra- 
ma mode, theatrically portraying the BBA as a dire threat 
to the Constitution, to our “tripart structure of govern- 
ment” — as well as to soldiers and old people. “It would 
devastate ... programs that aid the elderly, such as Meals 
on Wheels, veterans’ programs, veterans’ pensions, veter- 


WHO IS THIS 


on public television is directly related to their liberation 
from the ratings war and the profit motive that has 
already corrupted ... commercial television." 

Oh, really, Mr. Noboa? Let's look at the facts. 

First of all, Big Bird is filthy rich. In sale of commer- 
cial products, "Sesame Street” grossed $800 million last 
year. According to reports cited in The New York Times, 
“Barney” has become a $1 billion-a-year merchandising 
star. Forbes magazine rates the purple dinosaur the third 
richest entertainer in America, 

Big Bird and Barney are winners. They have made it 
in the market, on their own merits. Ameri- 
can buyers have voted with their pocket- 
books, awarding these characters the highest 
honor: commercial success. And there is no 
need for the taxpayer to subsidize them. 

That is the entire point. Mr. Newt and the Repub- 
licans are not trying to get rid of Sesame Street or other 
programs Americans want. They are trying to wean PBS 
trom the federal teat. Liberals are wailing that the mean, 
philistine conservatives are trying to destroy Cultured 
TV, Nor so. All we are saying is, why should public 
broadcasting get 14 percent of its $1.8 billion budget, or 
$285 million, from the federal government? Let Big Bird 
pull his own weight — he's perfectly capable. The fact 
that PBS has nor deigned to capitalize on the success of 
its own offerings — because it has been too busy acting 
noble — is not the fault of the taxpayer. 


PBS president Ervin Duggan complains that “privatizing” PBS and | 
ending its federal funds would mean (Oh, no!) commercializing it. | 
ur | 

Take away public broadcasting's seed funding, starve it financially of | 
its only venture capital, however small — and you force it headlong 
into the alien word of ad agencies and costs-per-thousand and mer- | 
chandising, rather than the world of teachers and his- 
torians and community volunteers.” In other words, 
they would have to deal with the real world, where 
you have to earn the money you spend. 

“If PBS doesnt do it, who will?” PBs asks in its pro- 
motional spots, otherwise known as advertisements 
(though PBS would never admit that’s what they are). 
Worried that Congress is actually going to follow 
through on its promises to cut the budget, public Tv 
is using your tax dollars to lobby you. The spots tell 
Americans that PBS helps them “proclaim who we 
are.” It claims to explore issues crucial to making this 
society a civil, decent, and humane one." 

This high-minded rhetoric could, my friends, 
apply to certain public television programs such as 
"Masterpiece Theatre" or “Nova.” Even "The Three 
Tenors." Of course, similar and better shows, as well 
as vast numbers of public affairs programs, are also 
being produced on nonsubsidized networks such as The Discovery | 
Channel, The Science Channel, Bravo, Arts & Entertainment, | 
Disney, Nickelodeon, CNN, C-SPAN, and so on, But sidebar (a little | 
Simpson trial lingo, there): we will stipulate that there are some fine | 
shows on PBS. We dont need to subsidize them, but they're fine. | 





Which brings us to some other PBS offerings, which the whining PBS 
spots dont mention. A brief sampling: 

* “Korea: The Unknown War," which praised North Koreas Stalinist leaders for 

rebuilding “the North's powerful industries. They improved the position of edu- 

cation and women.” Russians were /iberatori in the North, bur “the U.S. decid- 
ed it should occupy part of Korea.” 

* The infamous “Tongues Untied,” an hour of performance 
= art celebrating the homosexual lifestyle — complete with 
$ frontal nudity, gay lovers in bed, and language | cannot 
2 repeat in a family publication. “Tongues Untied” was fol- 

lowed by “Metamorphosis: Man Into Woman,” an hour- 

long film about a sex-change operation. 

e "Americas Century," a PBS series, painted the 20th centu- 

ry as dominated by an America waging impenalist wars in 

the Third World, The series’ writer, Lewis Lapham, blamed 
the Cold War on the U.S.: “Americans did nothing except 
identify themselves as reactionaries and imperialists.” 

Reagan was a “despot” who “subverted che Constitution.” 

AS part of its lobbying campaign, PBS released a 
poll it had commissioned (with your money) that 
found most Americans favor continued taxpayer sup- 
port for public television. The poll said 49 percent 
supported a funding increase, 35 percent would like 

to maintain funding at current levels, and only 13 percent favored re- 
duced funding. But PBS did not ask people: Do you want your tax 
dollars used to produce shows like “Tongues Untied”? What do you 
suppose the percentages would have been for that one, hmmm: Or 
what about: Do you favor subsidizing Big Bird, who is a billionaire? Bl 
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ans compensation, veterans’ health care,” he thunders. 
You know the Democrat handbook I always talk about? 
This guy wrote tt. | | 
Eighty percent of the American people support che 
Balanced Budget Amendment. It passed overwhelmingly 
in the House on Jan. 26, on a final vote of 300 to! 132; 
52 of 53 Republicans in the Senate suppost it. But! the 
Clinton Administration and Senate Democrats, led by Big 
Byrd, are waging an all-out war for its defeat. 
"This is the Constitution of the United States of 
America," proclaimed Byrd on NBC's "Meet the Depressed" 
as he flourished his own 


Senates Prime Orator, often copy, from his jacket pocket. 
strutting and pontificating O ert ) "Thats the only contract I 
on the Senate floor wirh have with America,” 


So tell us; Mr, Senator, 
where exactly in the Constitution are federal taxpayers 
required to pay $120,000 for "playground renovation" in 
Wheeling, West Virginia? Where in the Constitution is 
$13 million allocated for the Robert C. Byrd Locks and 
Dam? Where is West Virginia's Appalachian Fruit 
Research Laboratory protected to the tune of $5.8 mil- 
lion? Where is $1.9 million mentioned for West Virginias 
Cold Water Aquaculture Center? 

“The American people don't know what's in this mea- 
sure,” railed Byrd to Tim Russert against the BBA. "When 
they go to the store, they press and squeeze the tomatoes 
and the cantaloupes and the vegetables. They look under 
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the hood when they buy a car. They kick the ures. They need to know 
what's in this amendment ... We shouldn't treat them like children. And 
we should let them know what's under the hood.” 

Senator, you're starting to sound like Ross Perot. But just explain 
this: shouldn't the American taxpayer know precisely why your state — | 
which is completely land-locked — needs $800,000 
for the West Virginia Port Development? And where 
in the Constitution are Americans told about the 
goodies you tucked into President Clinton's 1995 
budget? $110 million for the Corridor H surface 
transportation project in West Virginia; for example. 

Anyone who actually reads the Constitution would 
learn that the Founders intended government to do 
very few things, and do them well. “Provide for the 
common defense” was one top priority. “Establish 
justice” and “insure domestic tranquility’ were others. 
So how are we doing with the basics, Mr. Byrd? 

Like the American military. “The Ist Infantry 
Division at Fort Riley, Kansas, stopped training ... 
having exhausted money to fly its helicopters, burn 
fuel or fire weapons,” reported U. S. News c World 
Report late last year. “The 1st Battalion 67th Armor 
Division [Ft. Hood, TX] had to conduct it platoon 
training dismounted by parking its tanks and having soldiers walk ... 
the range pretending to be in tanks," found a House Armed 
Services Committee report in December. Meanwhile, the elite of 
the U.S. military is in Haiti handing out T-shirts and food, and 
manning toll booths. 





Violent crime is up 560 percent since 1960. Bur the Clinton crime 
bill is spending $567 million on arts and crafts and dance programs, 
$36 million on programs to teach urban youth teamwork and self- 
esteem, and $380 million on midnight basketball and “saturation job 
training, How is this helping the federal government's Constitutional 

mandate to insure domestic tranquility? 

Americans are sick of paying nearly 25 percent of 
s their income to a government that cant even get the 
Ê basics right — while every year Bill Clinton and 
5 company plan to spend $200 billion more than we 
* have. Clinton's budget director Alice Rivlin was asked 
| on ABCS "This Week With David Brinkley" if we 
would ever see a balanced budget in our lifetime. 
Shamelessly defending the new Clinton budget that 
projects $1.4 trillion of additional deficit spending 
over the next seven years, she retorted: "It depends on 
how long your lifetime is." Irs obvious to the rest of 
the country thar Washington will never get its house 
in order and balance the books during Robert Byrd's 
lifetime ... unless forced to. Which is the whole 
point of the BBA. 

But I’m not surprised that Democrats like Byrd are 
doing everything they can to resist the will of the 
people. Which brings me to another interesting tidbit: last year Sen. 
Byrd squeezed the American taxpayer for another $7.4 million line 
item. Why? To build the Internal Revenue Services new Computer 
Center in his state, of course. Hell, if we're going to spend all our 
money in West Virginia .., we might as well collect it there, too. Bi 
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WiYLIBERALS THE “GOOD FOR AMERICA" POP QUIZ . | 


Time magazine asks: “Is Rush Limbaugh Good for America?" Heres a little test to find out. 


1Who informed you that spending cuts in 
Washington are really spending Increases? 


3 Who revealed to you the risks and dangers of 
Hillary Clinton and Ira Magaziner's health- 











a) Peter Jennings care scheme? 
b) Connie Chung a) MacNeil/Lehrer 
| c) Time magazine b) Time magazine 
Continued fom poge d) Rush Limbaugh c) Al Gore 
manding accountability and saying “Stop O © O O d) Rush Limbaugh 
imposing all this garbage that we haven't a b c d O © O O 
voted for on us,” that you are threatening a b C d 


2 Who explained how liberals use rules and 
conference committees to control Congress 
with an iron fist, refusing to allow Repub- 
licans and conservatives into committee 


the very democracy they are destroying. 
So, my work will never end. There are 


sull plenty of liberals who will do whatever 4 Who showed you that the Reagan tax cuts in- 


creased federal revenues and increased the per- 





they can to subvert democracy, in order to 
hold on to whatever power they have. The 
only way they can subvert democracy is to 
subvert you, to insult you, to tell you that 
youre too stupid to know what's good for 
you, you need affirmauve action, you need 
busing, you need muluculturalism. You're 
not smart enough to know you need it, so 
we're going to force it on you, anyway. 

The Democrats know they lost. They 
know everything they stand for, everything 
they believe in, is threatened. Theyre not 
going to just sit by and let it go. 

And that's why they will do anything — 
including undermine the democratic 
process — in order to get what they want 
and hold onto power. This may sound 
extreme, but it isn't. You've got to under- 
stand: They do not desire in their hearts 
for the democratic process to be unfet- 
tered. If they believed in the democratic 
process, much of what exists in this coun- 
try would never have happened. 


ere are a couple of realities. 
Liberals don't want welfare 
reform, folks. They may 
say they do. They may say 
they heard your voice on 
election day. But they 
dont want welfare reform. Liberals don't 
want a balanced budget, which is the real 
reason they're trying to gum up the works 
on the Balanced Budget Amendment. 
They dont want fiscal responsibility. They 
only want you to think they care about it. 

Now, they cant come out and say that, 
because they know you want welfare re- 
form, they know you're sick and tired of 
the inefficient use of your money. They 
know that liberal welfare policy hasn't 
worked. But it has empowered them. It 
has given them the greatest power they've 
ever had. It has enriched them 

So their willing accomplices in the press 
will mischaracrerize what the Republican 





meetings at all on the crime bill? 
a) Dan Rather 
b) The Washington Post 
c) Zime magazine 
d) Rush Limbaugh 
O O O O 
d 


a b C 


centage of federal revenues pald by the rich? 
a) Tom Brokaw 


b) Sam Donaldson 

c) Time magazine 

d) Rush Limbaugh 
O O O O 
a b c d 
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position is. And they will try to defeat it on 
that basis. Look at the code words: " War 
on the Poor.” Newt is going to sneak over 
to your family's house and take one of your 
kids at night while you're not looking and 
deposit him in an orphanage. They're very 
good at frightening the American people. 

As I've told you before, liberalism is 
dead. Nobody wants it. The first person 
who stands up outside of Massachusetts 
and says: "I believe in liberalism, and 1 
want more of it,” will lose big time. But 
though liberalism is dead, liberals are not. 
They still control the educational institu- 
tions and many of the bureaucratic institu- 
tions. Liberals are wolves in sheep's cloth- 
ing. They're nothing but a bunch of 
trick-or-treaters. They dress up in any cos- 
tume they have to, to make you think 
they're anything other than what they are, 
who they are. 
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Time magazine 1s Just the latest install- 
ment in the liberals’ obligatory assault on 
your role in democracy. You care too 
much, You are trying to involve yourselves 
too much, You are trying too hard to screw 
things up for the liberals. Never forget that 
the vast majority of liberal philosophy that 
has actually been imposed on American 
society has not been done so legislatively. 
It's been imposed against the will of the 
people, sponsored by liberals who dont 
think you know what's good for you. 

Liberals are threatened by the democrat- 
ic process, because they know they will 
lose. They know that once a citizen de- 
cides to become involved, it's life-long, if 
you're committed to your principles. Folks, 
thats what they are afraid of. So the answer 
is: Keep participating. Keep prevailing in 
the arena of ideas, Don't seek their ap- 
proval. Dont cave. 





To subscribe, call 1-800-457-4141 
To all new liberal radio talk show hosts: Come on in, the water's fine. Now all you 
have to do is find an audience. 
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Send requests and 
appreciation to: 
www.patreon.com/LLAU 
Other social media 
COMING SOON 








